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' POSTSCRIPT, Ee: 


do conſider what has lately been 


cond part of Scripture Vi indicated. 


Plain of injuſtice done me by the 


Pamphlet. He that is capable of publiſhing ſo 


falſe a charge, is very little likely to give a man 
his juſt fatisfüction. However, whether he will 
or not, I am reſolved to appeal to the publick, 


That the world may judge with what juſtice zy 
book is brought, in this manner, into this debate, 
| becauſe truly another 05 ce had ſaid ſomething 
„ like“ whar 1 have {a 36.) As if hires 


a reaſon to repreſent v3 as 2 epretiating the uſe 


= * 4 yah tr gs (p- 77 ) when he 9805 that 
* I have conſtantly pleaded for 


_ yelation, and do 8 for it as much as this 


=; mg * does, 12 any writer l . 
1 W 


Think m far obli ad 9 once 13 


ſuggeſted againſt me e au- 
hes of ain: by the ie- 


It may be perhaps in vain to com- 


e or dire? aſſertions, contain d in this 


rhe uſefulneſs of re- : ; 


+. ooo 


[4] 
this controverſy. W bat is it to me, if another 
perſon “ bas fag ſomething like what I have faid?” 
- If chat other perſon has made any ule of ſuch ſay- 
ing, to © depretiate the uſe of revelation;” am I 
to anſwer for the uſe be makes of it? If it fol- 
lows from what he has ſaid, that revelation is 
really of no uſe; and if what he has ſaid is only 
9 a libyap what I have ſaid, why am! 
| wi ting revelation, ig what 
1 flid has wry conſequence? Nay, when what 
I faid, was faid to ſhew, and does ſhew, the true 
uſe and advantage of revelation? 

1 have the more reaſon to make this complaint 
enk injaſtice done me, becauſe I find even 
thoſe Who have affefedly gone out of their way to 
. abuſe me, have yet been 8 to confeſs the 

uch of the great pri by me maintained, 
2 &« that rea/on-is a ſit 72 jent guide; that * the 
oſpel revelation was not to mend or 
e original law, but to reform the worl and 

& to bring men back to the duties of natural re- 
« Aion againſt which they had tranſgreſſed.“ 
Wou d. this author dare to charge Dr. & 
too with depretiating the uſe of rexelation? ? 

However, that the reader may judge of the point 
"now in debate, I will tranſer my own words, 
and then examine particularly . is | oppoſed 
to them. 8 

If reaſon. be not a e ide in matters 
«of religion, then five parts of fix of mankind, 
C at this preſent, have no ſufficient guide a all 
© in matters of religion: and for 4000 years to- 
e gether, 999 parts of a thouſand had no ſuffi- 
| « .cientguide to direct them in their duties. Now 
this is ſuch a reflection upon the goodies and 

« juſtice c of the ſupreme governor of the . | 


| |, © Siebbing? Define of pn Clarke, D "WI 5 


00 


131 


ber cc as cannot eabily be accounted for. For religi- 
2 te on conſiſting in the doing our duties in our 
y- '& ſtations {33 the ſenſe of the being of God, 
I if reaſon would not ſufficiently declare our du- 
ole cc ties in our moral relations, and the world had 
is * no other guide, God muſt be unjuſt and cruel 
ly cc to require brick without ſtraw, i. e. to require 
a [ ec duty where men had not ſufficient means. 4 
"at ec acquaint. them with their duties.” ? 
at This was my poſition; and the remark Ru 2 
ue upon it, © before this author endeavours to return 
e a clear and diſtinct anſwer,” is This is that 
nt 6e gentleman's, account of God's Aipenſatio 
en e to mankind, Fring to exalt the ſufficiency of 
to * human reaſon, and to depretiate the uſe. of 
he « revelation.” p. 137. | 
d, The way to try whether this my benin g | 
he «to depretiate the uſe of revelation, is to con 
Q ſider the real deſign of revelation, and what its 
nd ends are. As ta my intention, ſure I am of this, 
(an tha at it was to promote and not to depretiate it; it 
"4 was to ſhew in what the advantage of revelation 
2 conſiſted, and not any ways to leſſen a regard to Its 
1 or to diminiſh. in the leaft its uſefulneſs. If there 
nt fore this aſſertion, has ſuch a conſequence attend- 
Is, ing it, as this writer imputes to it, 1 ſhall be 
ed even more willing openly to retract, than at pre- 
# ſent I am to defend 3 7 I haye ſaid. 
rs + 8 W ment is this: F reaſon be not a ſufß⸗ 
. pie of in matters of religion a great part of 
ll 2 = bad no. ſufficient guide to direct them in 
o- their duties. This indeed aſſerts the ſalicieney of 
i- reaſon to direct Men to all that was neceſſary for 
4 2 8 . in order to N thetnſclyes 8 
85 4 The * PK 4 A of ny =y zee dale. af- 1 Th 
as l P- 82, 85. aq TOs: TP", oh. 
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ceptable to God. And cb aſſertion is 
oo this — That God would be awnjuft Tho 
he required duty where men aH 


means to acquaint them with it. 


Reaſon is maintained to be ſufficient to teach 
men all that is neceſſary to make them accepta- 


bie to God. From hence tis inferr'd, by this 


writer, that the u/e of revelation is depretiated. 
But from whence this inference is made, I ſee 
not: For revelation not only may be bighly uſe= 


ful, and ſerviceable to mankind, but is ſo, not- 


withſtanding the ſufficiency of reaſon to diſco- 


ver and inform men of their duties. Had a 
man ſufficient abilities to diſcover even all that 


Sir Haac Newton did diſcover, yet the helps and 


aſſiſtances which his books al afford, may be 


of mighty uſe and ſervice to that Tg 


© There may be indeed men, whoſe heads are | 
40 turned, as to im that nothing can . 


to underſtand philoſophy. 


525 unleſs it be of fuch a nature as not only to 


and aſſiſt, but to do all that is to be done. 
J > as there have been men, who have ima- 
gined the grace of God, however diſplay'd, of 
no advantage, if men have any liberty o action 
ar all of their own. Such men may enjoy their 


own notionsfor me. Bur St. pop? when he was 
c 


ſpeaking of the inſpiration of the riprures, uſes 


2 fuch high expreſſions: he tells us they are 


table for certain purpoſes; but not that rlicy 


& cover to us duties which natural reaſon was - 
Inſufficient for. All ſcripture divinely inſpired, is 


PROFITABLE for doctrine, for reprbof, for correfty- 


den, for infiruttion in righteouſneſs 3 and no doubt 


in theſe reſpects *tis highly uſeful. But when, 
1 (ary 1 we are to 


a man pleads that reaſod is 0 to diſcover 


ay to God, Fo WV; 


$4 


45 eonfiſicnt with theſe uſes, as it is to be able 
to do any piece of work, and to be able te do 
it with greater eaſe and expedition. £34 

Man is a creature veſted with certain facul- 

: ties, ſuch as thinking, judging, comparing ideas 
together, remembring paſt reflections, com- 
pounding his ideas, and decompounding them; 
and by this means . is capable of knowing cer- 
tain things to be true, and others to be falſe. 

| He has a power of ranging his ideas in ſuch or- 

| oa "ar to make inferences _ them; andwhen 
; any agreement. or diſagreement, he can 
form propoſitions from them, and make rules 
which ſerve him as directions in his actions. In 

conſequence of theſe powers it is, that he can diſ- 
cover his 2 nor is it poſſible for him to be 

under any duty to any one, which his powers are 
not able to diſcover. If tis ſaid that he is un- 
der any, which he cannot diſcover; twill fol- 
lo that he is obliged to r z which is 
_ an abſurdity in terms. | 
Allowing therefore that he may diſcover, by 
| the light of reaſon, what his duty is to God or 
man, twill follow that That muſt be ſufficient 
| for him to inſtruct him in all that is required of 
| him: For a great part of mankind having no 
other light, no other knowledge than what 
this affords, it muſt be this, and this alone, which 
acquaints them with their duty, and which muſt 
| guide them to, the favour of God, or elſe they 

Can't have ll. As clear us this is, yet this 

Writer aver it to be © undoubtedly falſe, to ſay, 
* that reaſon is abſolutely, and in itſelf a ſuffi- 
< cient guide in religion.” p. 157. The evi- 


dence upon-which this is gr is now to bo 
conſidered; which the reader an Judge of 5 888 
this authors on words. 


IS FD = „ Tho _— 


* 


< light, ſo far as it can be had: This is th& © 
« firſt leſſon of true wiſdom. The farther men 


i 8] 
© The ſufficiency of reaſon, PUR he, is belt 
« « ſeen in being ſenſible of its own in/# Man, 
« and in its ſteddy adhering to ſupernaturgl: 


<« have gone off from it, the more they have 


<« been bewilder'd; Profeſſing e tobe wiſes 
& they became Fools, p. 157, | 


1578. 44 
This, if *tis-applicable to the 5 pi 


is thus to be underſtood. The ſufficiency of rea- 


fon to teach men all their duty towards God or 


man, or how God is to be reconciled to man, is 
beſe ſeen, in its being ſenſible of its own inſuffici- 


ency to teach men all their duty towards God 
or man, c. For the ſufficiency - of reaſon 


contended for, is not a ſufficiency to compre- 
hend all matters, or to go beyond its ideas; but 
tis q ſufficiency to guide men to the en 


of the will of God. 


Now this 2 is : beſt dans, by what? 


15 its ſufficiency belt ſeen “ hy its inſufficiency to 


e find out the will of God?” Or does this au- 
thor mean, That men may ſee the ſufficiency of 
reaſon, by conſidering the things which they are 
not competent judges of? e. g. Does he mean, 
that becauſe we know not many things, nor can 
find out interme 
therefore wo are not able to know any thing: 
1 does he mean, that becauſe we are e got able to ob- 
tain amy ideas in very many caſes 3 and in others 


diate ideas to prove mam Things, 
2 


ſtill, where we haue ideas, they are very confuſed. 


And inadequate in other caſes, we want means to 
arrive at the connexion. that there is, or may be, 
in our ideas; and in others till where we have; 
or may have ideas, yet we are negligent, and do | 
not try to ſind out the connexion or real agree- 
ment or RE of. them. be 


„ Oe 


2 — 
& >» 300 


%. 
nen » _- 7 


5 7 


ſay, at e are theſ: 1 Lanka of the defect 
of Feaſon, or of knowledge; and men . can, ſee 


not. viſible. in other matters, where we haye 4d 


and can trace them and connect them. 5 22 5 


that we may diſcover that reaſon is inſu ic gent F 
many Thingss but from the conſideration of Nhat 
reaſon does nat extend to, it does not Follow, I 


think, that matters of duties are what it does-not 


extend 1 to; or that it is inſufficient tor them: be: 
cauſe in the caſes of duties, we can eaſily trace out 


and connect to N our ideas, and we can argue 
as we do in mathematical Caſes 


from them ju 


in a ſtrict eee manner. This author 
proceeds thus: ff 


„ All the * wiſdom! leſt in oh heathen 


c world,. when Chriſt came, lay chiefly i in the 
&. ſlender; broken remains of ancient rey elation, | 
« ſtifled almoſt and ſmother'd with innumerable 
ſuperſtitions.— See from hence What the uk - 
*; ficiency of reaſon amounted. 105 when left jo 


e its own wanderings.” TE 


Now firſt, this is gratis | faid, that « lk the 


6. true wiſdom 7 at that time in 'the world, Was 
5 & the remains of ancient revelation: and then 


alle, even allowing the 15 805 to be true. 
admitting the hypothe 
"Can't be proved, chat the & de 


« puniſhments” was derived ſomehow 1 ove. | 
r 


nation, vet it will not follow, that reaſon. 18 


** 4 


ſulficieni to. teach us our duties. For if the | 


 _ may be derived from reaſon it follows, that 10 
ſon it ſaſhicient, | for this purpoſe z- whatever 
fat a of ind. 


* 
"Vs r t 


this. deſect, therefore the ſufficiency. of reaſon * 


the inference. againſt the ſufficiency. of. as 3 is | 


and grantin „ what 


— 


1 * 
Wo 5 
— Þ 
1 

1 

4 
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i 

: 
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But 2s this i conceives that © all the true 
0 <- wiſdom in the heathen world was the remains of 
& ancient revelation,” this will lead me to conſider 


13 whar he has objected. to what 1 allerted, more 


3 LES 


W 25 
4 Tbe di culty 1 urged was, « If reaſon be not 
4 ſafficient guide in matters of religion, then 


0 . five parts of fix of mankind at this preſent, 


t have no ſufficient guide at all i in matters of re- 
>, li ion; and for 4000 years to together. 9991 
1000 had no 1 e to direct 
ee in their duties. To this he he propoſes to eur 


e and e ae. oe 


And firſt, he premiſes, chat the pretended 
2 banc. {cus not to.be beighten'd or en- 
eyond The truth : Nor ſhou'd one 

e God with injuſtice or cruelty 
ar F and certain grounds for it, 


No doo e lifts © pee ot real ik. 
T 5 ought to be_heighten'd beyond: the 

Hh Therefore that is admitted. 
on, ſecondly, c ſince God ought not 


_ 65 © chard with the faults of men,— all 
oy 20 ſuch as hade had ay. 


er be feckon d amohe thoſe wid have 5 9 5725 


mies of know- 
© ing God's revealed will. in any eneaſure, are to 


2 
CY . x. 


erv'd. in thoſe 99 63 'of Toke” 


6 5 15 allow hi WW out of m . 5 | 
.  - "parations, Ea THE. 
+6 8 Won d. This f 5 


had revelation 
poſſibly relate only to 


uch perſons, as oer — immediately 
2 A 8 to hem, and who yer 
ä 8 NT” 


2 author, inche nd 


3 


refaled. to accept it. The ons and 1 " 


misfortunez: they are vece{/arily. ignorant of their 


* 


they -wou'd perhaps | 
have. bad it 15 they. might : : And 'tis not their, 
fault, but their misfortune, that their anceſtors 
refuſed- to accept it: And in conſequence of this 


duties, and muſt not be reckoned among thoſe 


who might haue had revelation, if they word 
finge. their 3 alone were the perlons that 


of heaven. Tis ſaid in- 


to a certain generation, 


the liſt all ſuch 
to them; but 


ke out no more, and I am 


01 


| fame ® natioof-mp 2 2 


8 r 


they t have had revelation if they 
2 ar how does this appear? Reyela- 


they refuſe: The children. of them are :"": 
concern'd in e auſe they cou d not have it; 
ſince they nexer had the offer made to them, 
and conſequently are among thoſe who cou d not 
have * they. wou — Strike therefore out f 
have had revelation offer'd 


o Thang: my e GR not de affected þ by fo : 


te de — AE 2 85 


wich arguments agrinif the ſet pte, 
d ee himſelf to anſwer: But I cant 
i e he preſumes to nx & 
I. Areiched and 9 to kelp S * 
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makes his computations 960 


etwas about 


(2790 


« Date i in their argument 4g ane ſeoriprare.” * 


Surely the habit of abuſing arr adverſary muſt be 


very predominant, and very: indeed, when 


5 this writer can preſumptuouſly — and 
74 to the world fuch groundleſs abuſes. or 


paks it by here with no farther remarks. 
ITbe thir ob jected to, is, that I have aw 


ſented the * ems © as but one to 1000, in pro- 


& portion to the whole number of mankind.“ 
That they bore a bigger proportion, is what he 


attempts to prove from Mr. bite and Dr. 


Nicholls, and Sir Williom Petty. *T'wou'd be 


too much trifling to examine here the inconſi- 


ſtencies of thoſe writers: Since Dr. Nicbolls 

ions, Which is, 
as he obſerves, juſt Three times as much as Sir 
William Petty's 320 millions. In ſuch a ſum, for 
two men to err from each other 640 millions, 
5. e. full two thirdg of the whole, is an . — 
f of g york in this ſort of arit 
tick. But then for a third man to come, 
to form an argument from ſuch blind c 


Gs, and one and to quote them Jt, CONT overd- 


2 © 10K the Do; in LIEN 
& b beip the Det in t eir argument 
4. ſet * an excellent i erence from fuch 


Ss, 


uncertain premiſes.” e FERC 9880 8 05 
The Laud of Promiſe was about 1 
ength; in breadth ſo narrow, thas: Jerom was 
aſham ' d to tell ĩt, for fear leſt he ſhould give oc- 
caſion to the heathens to blaſpheme. He ſays, 


4 
* 


Er miles, che diflance of Beeblebens fir Jirrſca. 


Jem muſt be deducted, +: Go on then Eaſß ward as 
far as mount Nabo from Jeruſalem, and that is 


af * 


 Sbour As „ N \ 00" that * "Eo 


46 miles from ro: Bethlehem. | 
Now Bethlebem lying as ie: mk 


EL Oo We" ns Bt. 


el 


_ 8f miles; and Aue ar- 
e potion that it reach d as far as Nabo, and was of 
n an equal breadth every where, which it is far from 
d being. However, allowin ng it to be ſo, inithewhole” 
It land there wasbut 13600 ſquare miles; and out of 


this you — for deſarts and lakes, and other 
allowances, which are very large. Now in Eng-. 
land alone her is abour ht Vic rhis number, 
of miles; and taking to be the 333d. 
part of the bid N (as I have ſeen it 
compured,) then Judea will be to the reſt of the A 
wor „ nor indeed 48 1 ſaid, 8 geg to one, but . 
a8 2664 to one, ie much leſs than T | 
Now allowing for the conſequences of the bleſ- 
fings made to the Jes in any reaſonable propor- 
tion; if you imagine that country three rimes 
50P lous'as England is, I made certain | "Tuffi- 
| wee in mo r 1 5 | 
ut I am ſollicitous abou n: Auch ls : 
An ar ent thee" 1 am fo, mr reverſe" the ſtate 


| e e d Shook od nceſh oi | 
«And now my argument is exacxly the Ame; for 
Vod can 20 008 br UH or un ſt to the toooth 

Part of mankind; than he can xo 999 parts. Nay, 
Tu put it chat there 15 but one man in the world, 
2 j 9 „ that half Kor revelation; and 3 

3 argument is equal ſtrong: For God mu „ 

unjuſt and cruel to re 0 bier without ſttraw in 
one man as well as in 1000 80 that here my 
75 round 3 — y be right oF ought that'ap- 
| "waa 0 3 an foppling my 1 net ͤ; ti 


8 1 - — 4 x 5 8 C 
þ ” ; * 
* Tx # a 
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2 „ 


Tron 
ill it is an unjuſt inference. to ſay, 
$997 eee 

I 12 * out the Deiſts in their ent e 
11 ture. . PG. 
1 ee eee meta be proceeds 
to what he calls © the moſt material article; and 
that is, that all the world, excepting as beſore 
.« excepted, were without revelation, and had. 
nothing but mere natural reaſon for. their 
66 guide 4000 years together. — He that . 
ce to . Pow: his gum 


be — yu 2. how they — — — 
and accepted: by God; how far it wou'd ſbew a 
deen of emen and punifhments'y and how 
__ far it was ſufficient to be a guide in matters of re- 
| Ts . 1 maintain'd that it wou \d..tell. men h 
ipped, and what duties they 
if e's _ not — | 


2 practiſe; 
5 eee 


hat reaſon cou'd gk 22 — rol God. de To. 
Nan Nor cond e a — — 
Fewards at leaſt, nor cou d it diſcover certain du 
1 dies. From whence he inferr'd,- that revela- 
_ _ tion muſtcome in inaid to rcaſon on theſe points. 
1 7 ot Tow 22 Onan when. I afferted, - 
That O yvear gether ,; 999 — 
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cc their duties“ The Aung and dbviom way 
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of confuting this poſition was, *by- producing'a 
revelation which contain'd the points in — 3 


to have produced a text, and ro/hiive quoted the 


chapter and verſe, where a doctrine contrary to 


mine was maintain'd. ''This, and this alone, is 
the revelation contended for. And then, ſecondly, 


he ſhou'd have proved that this revelation was at 
leaft generally receiv'd ; and that every age had 


3 — 11 to them in ſuch à manner, that they 


know theſe points. Inſtead of om 
. pul a learn'd diſſertation is wrote to | 
that God at times 28 d to men of old; which 
I never deniec iſputed ; - and fines I Srant it, 
. Ts r whicr We his parp! 


ec « Git ainſt revelation from the ſuppoſed num- 


1 275 22 have gone without it, ought to prove 


This author fays, & Thoſe wh raiſe the obj. 7 


fact, aber he” fv” vn (GO: 0 . 


ee once.“ p. 140. : 

When this cuthe? Nys bij hg raiſe the & 
ion againſtrevelation,—T hope he means ſome- 
"body elle, and not ne; for twill be hard to fay 
Nhat is meant bythis, as it is 6ppoſed to me, WO 


Confiſts. But tis xhe (a1 
3 "againſt rb velation 


"ma be accepted Hy God.” The argument urged 
ge, is not aghinſt reve 
s that have gone withour it; bat it is forthe 


21 ſaſfeiency of "reaſon to guide wen to What will 


make them acceptable S God; from the num- 
S that have 


_ for revelation, "ack itiſiſt upon its 
uſfefulneſß, and urge the point inwh ich its uſefulneſs 
ſecems, to ruiſe an 
F, às it is to main- 
"tain rhe ſufficieney of reaſon. to ſhe . hνν a man 


anon, from the” num - 8 


5 125 without 'revehation. Paf be 
form: me to ce faiſe obje&tions agannt few elation:- 
. 1c * * N ever ſo wil⸗ 
Po | as 


i 18 Co To 
to do it, from ſuch. a topic as this; 1 
oy done ſo, I had argued in ja way which is 
. — inconcluſive. But inſtead of arguing at l 
Again it, Lreaſon for iti in a manner conclu vez a8 
will preſently more evidently appear. 
Leet it therefore be conſtantly AE WS hor 
| 'Ldo not ( raiſe; an objection againſt revelation,” 
but plead for the u/+ — advantage of 2 MF 1 
| {plead for its uſe and * even in thoſe very 
Points in which I contend, chat reaſon 1 is a ſuffici- | 
aide. An Rao e better juc Wat 


> 2 3 * * Ki = 3 : - 84 2 
„ * 0 


1 1 9 8 E l 


ö e Godrevealed himſelf to — 
ki E after he made him, and again ſoon after his fa 


« 745 want” = 22 8 
1 admit all this: e — 15 


wmore truly, five or 6x times): tas cid God el 
dam at either of thoſe appearan 

author mentions,” or at any, other, v 

as towards him; or did he diſcover any ti ni 

bar wou'd, e im, 

1 of 7 m are 


28 29, 8 At the ſecond time, it was 20h 1 


4 
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* 
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far, 
Was to be reconciled to man, or does it give any im 


fy 4 » \ = Gong 
: SY 
«x6 
W ding 


BESS 


bad 


him, what trees he might eat of, zz | rad; if, NP | 


| what nor, Gen. ii. 16, 17. A thir time God is 
ſaid to appear to bring every beaſt and every fowl 
unto Adam, zo ſee awhat be unnd call them. A 
fourth time was at the formation of Ee. A fifth 


time at the fall; and perhaps a ſixth time. when 
vas drove, out of paradiſe. The next appear- 


ance Was d Cain, in relation to his murdering 


his brother: And the laſt before the flood was 


10 Nach, firſt-ro order the making the ark; and 
g: £0 acquaint, Nog what things were to 


enter he ark with bim. Nos, Lask the moſt 


e eee 1 5 in all theſe caless { 


that concerns the e. Tis true, 
hence twill appear chat Ir e4iſts, becauſe he 
ſhew'd-hiraſelt.. But reaſon likewiſe will diſcos | 
ver that God is; and wooſequently 4 this is all fo- 
reigu to the argument. In no one inſtanet, tf 
did revelation 1 wendy duties, or hau God 


fight, into che E er =onJſon: Was of Was 
ge” ſufficient... 16210 10 N e 
Butz ſays he, 00 ee very projably was id 
& ſtitured ſoon after thx ereation, and for this] 
am reſerr d w Moſes, and Bedford s ſeripturs 22 


nology... Had-Moſes ſaidb any thing certain, this a 


thor wou'd not have . in, 


very probably” | 
and as ta Mr. Bedford, es dy-to pay all 
regard vo his conjectures ; Bur I Huſt obſerves. that 


ik L allows; them all, tis nothing to the point. 


For unleſs a revelation; Whiph concerns! the Io 


Aion be proflaced, disco no, more purpoſe 40 
produce a W; chan it wou'd-be to h that 
 Avrabam begat I 


63 for Whieh 0 might : -haye 

quoted the | Eriptures very jut. Jog as 
&, And {aerifices-;appo ed to 

aneh ank viſible erage 


116 N 


& for the k u a ſenſe of re « in the 
1 er os wp . o. ace 
- A That facrifices were as early as the une allu- 
o, is fact: Who appointed them, is a « - 
Noh Sauvage freely among the learned. 
take either ſide, or I you will, both ſices bf che 
queſtion, the conſequence 3 nothing to the pur- 
pole. '' For! admittir it to be certain, thit God 
1 ed chem; yet what is that to the-revela- 
tion of Auties which reaſon cannot diſcover? Or 
What is it to the preſent point, viz. that reaſon 
can't diſcoyer how God is to be appessd 7 From 
theſe obſervations therefore of this author, I con- 
chide Juſt the reverſe: ef what this author has, 
un, that if reaſon wou'd not help them, the an- 
tediluvians did in fact Yn opportunity of know- 


3 the truths which e OG ſubjects of 
debate. Adam, and Cain, Tae, ge in- 
n of the true God. 
But they and others too muſt want opportunities 


of knowing their duties; if they knew them not 
from reaſon, for ought chat appears to the con- 
reary.” that after all, Adam, and Cain, and 
Noah, had evidence of God's exiſtence from re- 
velation, but they were left entirely to the aw = 
warte, for be direction of their actions: | 
Ot if they were net; nothing can be 
duced to the eon y. 80 that whereas 5 
appearanees to tlieſe three men, this — 

hot preſumes to ſtrike off the firſt 1656 years 
out of the 4000. He muſt reſtore them again; 
Dane 9 8 a Bows for which be has no 


we 


the 8 JFC 
90 The-nexr ſtep is een bor the ſtate the 
n raban#s cull, and from 


f wy 
3 


* _ „or, if loſt, of Feco 


older han the Talmud, or chan an an) wri 


Te hireof/ The deſcend 
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the tevelations: mude to Nag beides Whar be ; 
age; and 


bad before received, and from Noah's 
Sbem's age cotnpared together, to prove,” that 
1 — want ri 


vering: the knowled 
of God and} blaue but thre their Fat en 


ith ontry it no farther than tb the famous e. 
ers; & to renounce idols; to worthip the 


Ty f 


ſtioe; not to cat blood. 1 admit ar 
theſe — 0 cel ts; but that God Aeli 4 
vered them to Noah,—a che tres Rave du 


not one word bg this bis Head, except what is aid 
Gen. ix. A. Which. contains only the t rd and 
and ask fon it in a 


ſeventh; I ſhall want 
way that will thaw hat 1 teac uch 


except the ſeriptures khethlelves. — 15 
to think that the autho rity 6f men who ate ne 


alive, or who have lived" in SSW Fer ern | 


thouſand or fifteen hundred yi 
to ſatisfy ohe'that” demands a f 
three or four thëuſand yt 


i el 


either of naqui- e 


inte tin 1+ nap feof rover 24 ne bmi Sion” 
*T'isrrue; that God diſdovere# himſelf to Noh 
| aſter the flood and chey chat are willing to mate 


eateſt was to the revelations mad to 


qi not to commit tnurder; not t be. 
fornieaiony Gr. not to thievey to 


ney 
* 
* 


of of facts done - 
Ea Dona amor” 


God then revealed himſelf to" Wah, and hee 8 


y forbid buruer; And the eating” of feſb with 


Rites of kOwi IV 

to Noab, 2 Tetlar he's com 1 
e Fews' „This is all chat is in the-reve- 

lation, 3 af that 


Rep up in conſequence of this=-yer! the _ 


85 of Noah then 
Why, thae 


ved Wan 
rom it!” *Allowihg now that's belieFof che ene 
Sod was 


% ͤ "pn. 


— 8 5 27 21 72 


C 20 ] 
point nov in debate i t whether one God, or 
more than one, is to enge but, whether 
2 man Could not know. bow to appeaſe the one 
5 a9 wm ey) e bw after 
8 20 A, W It 2 reve on. 
„Lil allow for once, all the Hu precepts 
aforeſaid to be revealed to Noah: I wil admit, 
(becauſe you ſhall have no reaſon to complain) 
_ - that, all, thoſe ſeven precepts deſcended: immedi- 
ately, from - God Nay, if vou will, that Noah 
not only did acquaint; Shem, but that Shem actu- 
ally did acquajnt Abrabam and Haas too with 
them: Tho', ould an adverſary. deny this, and 
ſay * tis very Weak arguing from a poſſibility to 
a faßt 3;4hould he thr becauſe Shen brad to 
Nass days, yet it docs not follow that {/aac ever 
W, pr; converſed- with Shem or if he converſed 
Vith hem, it does not follow that their; conver- 
ſation was uponi#beſe. topics. on, 1 fay, L will 
allow: all This, and faiſe no, diffigulties on theſe: 
books, » Xs Gill ha yo ching ie there.among- 
he /even precepts ahout the acceprableneſs of man 
God 0 has offended, Nh by ſin? The 
ſeven precepts are in fact plainly, ry of rab- 
nice! origin; hut yet allowing them to be di- 
Vine, 810 2 W account Federn 
now. in Pp Warren for Os; 


2 


infers, “ U 


155 I may now take upon me to AA at least 

oog years out of the 4000p 3 either becauſe 
we can prove that the bulk of-mankind we 

. Were 757 les! ton che mere law, ef nature or 
SI N- ig a 25nopINo2 m2 qu A 

Ynoq | 20 


_ what. is in the aforecited Pes age of Geneſis : not 
one inſtance of diſcovering 


of revelation then be to ſupply the Aefect of reaſon. 


theſe 2000 years, I call upon this Writer to pro- 
duce any one Angle text, where any ſuch ſupply; 


antediluvian revelation, | except what i8 contained 
in the book of Mofess (for T1 am willing to think | 


any of the books. aſcribed to Alam or Eve, Cain 


0 peck an inſtance ic 5 produced, which: may re. 
i ſolve the -Pointibefore! us. Ar may ſeem to thew,; | 


_ decently with the names of learned, men, ſuch as 


a becauſe it cannot be proved that, ey were. 
N 4 142. 7 Ts 

In the Ken revelations made. by God: of — 
ſelf to Adan, Cain, Noah, down: to Abraham, . 
not; ove ſingle inſtance is produced- of the dilers, 
very of any! duty which bo ut right not have, or, 
"was not /afficiens, xo diſcover: Nas, one inſtance is 
there o of / our duty to God, or to man, except 


a ſinner, might be 
reconciled to Cod after he had * 5, him. 
Now theſe are the points upon Mhieh che 7n/aufft- 
ciency of reaſon, tobe a guide in matters of reli- 
gion is pretended to be founded. If the intent, 


in theſe points, a reyelation ought d be produ- 
ced; which in fact has fopplird, theſe detect, and 
which did in fact acquaint men with what they 
were ignorant of. Before therefore I give up 


of the eee of reaſon is. As I know of n 


there is no great evidence for the genuineneſs of 


or Abel, Seth or nos, Cainan or Enoch, Mlethur 
ſalab or Noah.) As, I ay, I know of none hut 
What is in the book of Moſes from thonce I ex 


ſomething of learning and reading, to filla margin 


Bedford, nd Fentin, and Cumberland, and . | 
ford, and A borne and In hiſton, and: Nicholls,andi 
a thouſand other names of 79 am good 11. 
| were I-could do che fame, bx! 55 85 
e277] „ | ba. 
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bort, any one of the poltits that I have in all this 
deſukory controverſy contefted or pleaded: gainſt. 


And when 1 fay they 


colt be pedued that they actually haus a reve- 


tend to argue 
there is mies word abour but either paſſige'is' 


ep to pte biey 3 d overt 


2 future 0 nn #ewards; ot that reaſon was i 
to guide men in matters of religion; or, 


But tis ſaid; that “ it cannot be proved that 
8 . were left to the law of nature.“ In 
the place, nothing appears to xhe contrary. 
were left to it, and this au- 
thor ſays they were not left te it—to determine 
this, the appeal muſt lye to a fact. Should I a.. 


ſert that the Hortense, or the'Chineſt, had no re. 


velation among xhem; and another ſhould come 
and contradict me, and affirm that They bad; it 
the fac; and if the fact 


lation, it will be judged, I think; 'that OP RIS: 
none, not that they have one: dead aH ni 

But in the preſent caſe the rgument i ftronger uf 
We have thebook'that contains: af} ehat is knov it 


Concerning the firſt 1080 Neu ef che Wörld. 

- 'Fhat book mentions all the Af net | 
andall the reyelations we dv know, or can know! 
Now if that book fa 


+ of Ge N 


beret Word about a 
— w inf Vain to bre 


ſuch revelatioh'as 18 
abou! a fact, — — — 


to be produced, or the cauſe muſt be given up: 
Either . — muſt produee Paſſage of 
Mojes, or admitthat you'h 
vas undertaken 3 be ö ren bu 


ade not made oor Thar: ; 


N 


44,9 5 


Thus much . the volition made in 


the firſt 2000 years; and it appears from what 


has been ſaid, that I 1 1 8 or any thing ven | 
ve m 


appears to the We ade my pro 
ons not leſs, ter than T have done. io 


proceed 5 Gow der the ſtate of the following 
ages of the world, and fee whether the point is 


made out better in the next 2000 years. The on- 
ly — to be remembred is, that the debate is 
ch à revelation as diſcovers what reaſon 
cient, to diſcover— and the points named 


: to him and a future ſtate of rewards. 


Atrabam, fays this author, was the great re- 


_ © yiver and reſtorer of both oatural and revealed 


"religion, by himſelf and by his iſſue; “ p. 142. : 
Bis 5 The only thing to be explained ; i. 


what is meant by the general terms—yeligion and 


true religion, Which ry ſes preſently ed 


& Abrabam's religion, (which was, fays he, true 


religion, and ac ob to God), continued 


_ as long as this author pleaſes © among the nationz 


_ & deſcended from, or allied to him.” Let the 


reli 


: children re 


err not "only claim kindred, but like; 
wiſe be able to make our the genealogy. What 
follows from alt this? Is it, hit therefore the 
 Lacedemonians had ſufficient opportunities to reco- 
ver Arabam's true religion? The Lacedemonians 


complimented Onias and the Jews with faying, 


that it was found in writing that the Lacedzmo- 
nians and Jews are brerhren, and that they are of 
- = ſtock of Abraham; 1 Mace. xii. 21. Be it fo. 


They that immediately could Barn Alrabam's true 


But by one means or other, we know not how, 
nor when, nor why, they omitted to teach their 
e true 2 And now what | 
kan 


Pe 


. 
Y -Y 
* 
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ma to be reconciled to God how ro rar 


gien, might have taught it to their children. 


ce bl. the exc 


© ſed the Lord God of Z Fael :- and the 
4 Sheba—became a proſelyte." - 


« "ins the 


opportunity Was. het wr -rheſ. children, or for er 
„ en to recover what was loſt. The 
rents were to blame that neglected this duty: 
as the children were not 8 lame for not Weg 
what they never heard of, all theſe are to be pla- 


We 


. 


ced in the number of thoſe who 1 ph had * : 
ill of 


tunities of knowing the revealed w 

But before I make any further Seng „ is 
fit to follow this writer a little, to ſet 5 his 
premiſes, and then to ſee his concluſion. 
The people of the Jeus became a burning 


cc and ſhining light to the reſt of the world, to 
< give all nations opportunities. at leaſt of kno Wo 


"66 « Hb in ſome meaſure, the true God, and his 
1 revealed will.“ 


oh 


. Egypt had early and Genal 8 
% ven them for reviving the. knowledge of 


« true God, and true religion, by means of the 


c Febrews 1 long ſojourning among them; and 


Xceedii 8 great wonders God 8 
n 


In Moſess time, the nations had head the 
* ce fame of the God of I/rael, Numb. 15 5 


„ MEER 


The wars of Canaan, in the time 0 f Foſhua, 


& carried i in them viſible marks of divine power. 


In David's time, the God of Hat was known | 
& far and near.” 


In Solomon's time, . king of Thre ol ; 


2 


„After Wards, Netuehadmezar . f Darius Wt 


« Mede, „ Cyrus, Darius Hyſtaſpes, Artaxerxes 
«. Long gimanus, publiſhed ſeveral decrees acknows 


God of heaven, and granting Ok 


& vileges to the Jews.” P. 144—147.-. 191 


Let us admit all theſe facts, and not als; any 
notice of many einne Which may be ſug : 


e ; "ones 
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geſted from the Jewiſh law itſelz 3 


fign'd/ to keep them a ſeparate people; and forbad 
them much of that converſation which other peo- 
ple might have. Let us, I ſay, admit all this, 
and now ſee the conſequence drawn from theſe, 
ns. bg Such 4 and 2 none 


cc «God, was; * be — W We people, of | 


% he had more rn | 
„what laws he had p eee what kind © I 
* religion he had 1 1 i. 1e 26088” 

Tis granted that Taree ＋ heard zheſe pub- 


lic notices of the true God, would perhaps be 


<-inquiſitive to know who this Gm Gel Was, 


eic. But ſtill we: want an inſtance of a revelation ; 


of the things for which the ſufficiency. of reaſon 
is rejected by this author. The Babyloziay King's 
. only tell their ſubjects that. they 


hall worſhip, for inſtance, the G Daniel, w how 

they had not heard of before. But ſtilh to Wort 
ſhip:the God of Daniel, is to do what heir 72a» 
ſon Was ſiuſſicient to teach them before; #42; to pay 
homage, and to pray to the one Supreme, Being 
And now admitting that they knew the right” 
object of worſhip, yet ſtill there is wanting. a re- 
velation of the particulats which are in debate 


betwixt this author and me: for theſe thi 


were nat, contained in any of cho, kings procia- 
2 mations 3" nor could the hat 


rn d from .wha 
paſſed in Egypt; nor has Ns ſome OY the points 


* pe 


— 


 learn'd from any ching, whith was revealed, in 
rhe Moſaie law. itſelf. Ea g. Reaſom is faid not to 


be ſufficient 9 diſcoyer a ſtate of foture rewards; 8 
x 1 NE. otter es dike. 


2 
\ 4 ”— 
? : : 1 
32 Nn Rs 
% 1 al 


ad had it at all. But the word Eg 
that expreſſes all that had, and thoſe that had not 
| Hpportunities, this author ſeems to think that he 
das proved his point, becauſe he thin 
proved that there was a 
Were Egypiians, who had an 


_ * en 
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Where now is this revealed clearly, more moge clerry 


than reaſon can diſcover, in the Moſaic law elke ? 
20 Where is it revealed how is to be reconciled 


ta man, more clearly than reaſdn will teach us? or 


1 — Particular du, undiſcoverable dy alen is 


in d to men? 
Ter neither is this the only diffculry. Tu aut 
chat the Jewiſh revelation contains the things in 


4 9 Vet ſtill how were the reſt of che world 


t the opportunity of knowing the revealed 


vil of God? Why, I ſuppoſe, all mankind were 


to quit their 5 eva their houſes, — 
to go to Jer alem; or they were 6 enquire after 
Jews; and to ſend for them, in order to be inſtruct- 
cd by them. And now ſuppoſing them inſtructed, 
yer if they did not take care to & their chil- 


n, the children again have no opportunities, 


whatever the fathers had. And thus are fun- 
damentals of narural religion to be diſcovered ! 
There was a time when G 2b might have 
known the true God. Ri 


ation 
bf men then had an — loſt it. What 


zs that to all che ſucceeding generations in Egypr, 
| who no more ha rainity becauſe their 


forefathers had it, Prod, their forefathers never 
t being a term 


5 be has 

of men that 

opportunity of 

3 One. JE le, Who Hved it che 

dame place, never euld knoẽ-w.. 

wy 100 fo i s0of B jm and Tre, andthe orher 
1 


ngdoms mentioned, p. 144% 14J. Tu a 


ere ern ges 5 
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men, in all thoſe- places, might have revived the- - 


knowledge of the true God, by means of the Jews' 


which ſo long ſojourn d among them. Imagine now 
then theſe were to be deducted out of the round 
numbers I mentioned, it makes no difference, or 
but a trifling one, in the argument; and ſuppo- 
ſing the reſt of the inhabitable world bore a big- 
ger proportion to Judea than I affign'd, neither 

oth that affect the merit of the cauſe: And ſup- 
poſing a few years were to be allowed out of hs 


round number of 4000 years mentioned, and it 


were 3700 years only, I conceive the difference 
is not Worth the cemteſũſſ t. 

But as I wou'd willingly grant whatever this 
author can deſire, tho? it be what neither he, nor no 
man elſe can prove in the preſent caſe, vix. that 
Egypr, Canaan, Thre,Chaldea, Aris, Arabia, Syria, 
and Paleſtine, might have come at the knowledge - 
at a certain time, of the being of the one true God, 
by means of | revelation made to the Fews, yet 
ſtill we are not at all, or but very little, advanced 
in the point betwixt us. We have got indeed the 


Word revelation into the debate, and have the be- 


ang of God revealed; but not what was to be 
proved againſt my aſſertion about the ſufficiency 
of reaſon to diſcover certain points, which I af- 


firm'd that reaſon cou'd, and this writer faid rea- 


fon cou'd not diſcover. He ought therefore to 
have produced clear revelation for the points in 


debate, viz. a revelation that ſays how God is to 
_ . be reconciled, a revelation of future rewards, anda 
revelation of duty, which reaſon cou'd nor diſco- 


ver: And he is to prove how the men of theſe 
countries might have come at the knowledge of 


is to prove, that the deſcendants of thoſe who 
_ neglected theſe opportunities, might have had 


oppor- 


* 


* « 


| 


RB 
. which they likewiſe have neg- 
= - *Tis eaſy to appear very learned and knowing 
3 in what paſſed 2 or 3000 years ago; and to 
' © talk of great numbers of proſelytes flowing in in pro» 
digious numbers every where and how the Jews, 
and their God, and their religion, became notified to 
the Grecian and Roman empires, p. 148. What 
ſecret authorities this author has 2 theſe prodigi- 
eus numbers of proſelytes made in England, or Spain, 
or indeed in any part of Europe, four or 700 years 
before our Sayiour's time, I know not. Perhaps 
he will find it difficult to prove prodigious numbers 
of proſelytes to Jeus in any place of the world, if 
he goes back a little before our Saviour's time. He 
ſays indeed, that the Jews were diſperſed all the world 
over. Lask, when? Was it before Alexander theGreat's 
days? Or were not the diſperſions we m̃eet with in 
the weſtern world, after his time. Now Alerander 
lived about 330 years before Chriſt: So chat if 
theſe diſperſions were made all the world over in 
or about Alenander s days, then indeed we are to 
deduct of the 4000 years I mention d, about 3 30 
but if we meet with none of - theſe diſperſions, 
except what were into the King of Babylon's do- 
_ -minions, or into Egypt, till many years after Alex- 
anders death, we ſhall draw ſo very near to the 
number by me mention d, that *twill be little 
worth the diſpute; and beſides, the indefinite 
terms, prodigious numbers, will want à particular 
The Gentiles were not left to mere natural 
light, but had frequent ſupernatural notices ſent 
them from above in every age, p. 148. Theſe 
ſupernatural notices ſent. to the Gentiles in every 
1 age, wou'd appear, I don't doubt, "Aa great Cu- 
rioſity to the men of imparti ) 
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remember to have met with any, except what are 
in the ſcriptures, that I cou'd be convinced are 


nuine. However, admitting theſe ſupernatural 10 
tices ſent in every age I cannot but ask, were they 
ſent to every nation too? Or if they were ſent to 
every nation, were they notices of things which rea- 
ſon cou d not diſcover, and yet were matters of duty. 

When thus theſe © ſupernatural notices given 
« in every age to Gentiles” is aſſerted, the very 
next words ſhew that he does not mean ſuperna- 


tural notices given to Gentiles, but to Fews. 


"Theſe are the words: The Gentiles had ſuper- 


2 N notices ſent them from above in e 


Fox from the time that the Thatlites 
« grow: up to be a nation, God viſibly exerted 
wer in an extraordinary manner, mani- 
5 Folting himſelf how? — © by means of the 
* Jeus, to the Gentile world.“ An excellent in- 
ference this! God ſent the Gentiles ſupernatural 
notices in Fo he manifeſted him- 
ſelf to the ue. This allow'd manifeſtation to 
the Fews, does not prove a manifeſtation to the 
Gentiles, unleſs it neceſſarily follows, that whar- 
ever God revealed to the Jews, was for that rea- 
ſon revealed to the Gentiles. An inference which 
1 ſuppoſe a man may reaſonably ask for a proof of. 
However I would allow all this; that every 
den every exertion of God's power among 
the Jews, was a ſupernatural notice to the Gentiles, 
and was a manifeſtation of God to them; yet a 
difficulty is put in the _— this author himſelf 
in the immediate next Words. Indeed for the 
*. laſt 400 Years, from the time of the Prop 


E the thenofirhe wolptdy toe... 


<- rraordinary diſpenſations,“ (does he here mean 
to Jeus or to Gentiles ? ) © ceaſed. And for that 


«6 den may be ſaid, thar God left the Gentiles = i 


* 


F 
L. to walk in their own ways, —ſending them no 
« ſuch extraordinary calls, nor affording any mi- 
<« raculous atteſtations or - prophecies.” The 
Gentiles then had ſupernatural notices to thedays of 
Malachi; and then for 400 years they were left 
to themſelves, God ſending them no ſuch ex- 
64 traordinary calls, as he did before Malachi's 
time. Now here the plain difficulty is; What 
< ſupernatural revelations, before Malachi's time, 
had the Gentiles? What prophets were ſent to 
them, before they: were left, for 400 years to 
& walk-in their own ways?” Tis not enough to 
name any prophet that forctold among the Jews, 
the things that were to happen to this or that 
neighbouring country round about Judea; or that 
forctold what was to happen to, or in any any part 
of the world; for thisisnothing to the point. What 
is this to the revelation we are enquiring about, 


Which is a revelation that is to be a ſupply to 
reaſan, and which proves its inſufficiency;; tis 
to ſhew, how the Gentiles came by the notions 
of ſuch duties as reaſon cou d not diſcover. E. g. 
The prophet Jeremiah foretold the judgment of 

God upon the Ammonites, and upon Damaſcus, 

and many other places, chap: xlix; + Theſe were 

- 6. ſupernatural notices,” —but to whom? you'll 
ſay by the Fews to the Gentiles.) — it 

what is this to the caſe, of duties diſcovered: by 

revelation, which raaſon can know nothing of, in 
order to acceptance with God? Did this make 
-proſeiytes flow in to the Jews all over the world 
in prodigious numbers? No; ſo far from this, that 
we meet with few inſtances of proſelytes in thoſe 
days. Nay, this author allows, that xo one dan 
tell bow many private converts were. brought in- 
= arg whence ed * any _ 
= leaſt pretence of evidence, that they might be 
, p. 10. And 
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_ ©. that in the 4000, or 400 
c the bulk of mankind were ever left ſo deſtitute 
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Ih wit. - 
And now with a commendable exactneſs, he 
es that he does not think it can be infere'd, 
years before Chriſt, 


Sof opportunities, as the objection ſuppoſes. 
We are come to niceties, it ſeems, and — 
is made, whether it be righteſt to ſay or 
400%. This, no doubt, r 
portance! and therefore were I diſpoſed to enter - 
logical nicetics, I ſhou'd think that 


— chrono . — 
ought rather to have ſaid 4003 years, and 61 
de I am content therefore to give up my 
round number af 4000 years, för any one that can 
be proved more certain. However, few people, 1 
ſuppoſe, will care to enter into ſo minute a e 
lation; nor des ic ſeem in the preſent ee ar 
any mighty — ſince if God can be unjuſt 
bew ed — — 
Gl may 4000 

or 400 years. Can a man of ie en 
But ——— — 10 add, in oppath * 
e tion to the report that the Gentiles had-neching 
* « bucreaſoncagudethem all that time, p. 148. 
3 urſuant to this, he undertakes to prove, 
that the religion, and the morality of che Pa- 
gans, was not wrought out by raſon, but was 
& in a great meaſure the remains of ancient reve» 
lation handed down by tradition, p. 1 %% 
The way he takes to ee is very . 
dd: He: obſerves! that ©./Grethus,; and 
„ Ball, and Fenkin and Nicholls. ſap, — 
* doctrine of a future life was A radinun current 
< in all nations, handed down: from the firſt pa- 
rents of mankind,: p.:1f 15 -*Fis well for mo- 
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ſupport as oral tradition. But ſuppoſe a man 


ſhou'd ask, how theſe great men knew, that the 
doctrine of the immortality of the ſoul was hand- 


ed down from the firf# parents of mankind? Or 
what hiſtory do they find this in? In the oldeſt 
book extant, there is no mention of any ſuch 
| rradition. What authority have men' of reading 
- to for 
hiſtories which they neither have, nor can have 
vouchers for? A great and good man 4000 or 
57000 years after Adam, comes and tells us, that 
Adam — down to Cain and Abel, and they 
to their children, and their children to others, 
the notion of the immortality of the ſoul. Lask 


Frſt, for a proof of this, that the notion of the 


immortality of the ſoul was banded down from 


Adam. And then, ſecondly, even ſuppoſing that 


this was — Exe as cheſe writers ſay, yet 


how do they, or which is more to me, how does 
this writer know, that Adam, 


tion 4 — own d by this author, that the notion 
of a 

What t re reaſon might teach, might be 
known by reaſon without tradition: Or if it did 
deſcend by tradition, how can he prove that it 


was firft taught by revelation, ſince he himſelf 
_ acknowledges another paſible ſource of the no-— 
tion? Or Why will men of reading introduce all 
other names, but the one which can prove the 
point? Or why will they quote the ſentiments of 


men who are ſcarce cold in their graves, for that 
| Which can ſo eaſily be known to e pe 


from the books of the Bible? 1 
—:Bur I muſt not quit this ſubject thus. his 
l 5 10 * and PO: nd. 25 


i 8 


— 
* a5 | — 


r falſify facts; or to preſume to tell us 


and Cass, and Abel, 
Ec. had what they handed down, from revela- 


gbr be learn'd from reaſon; p. 151. 


© true r 


and even all of them not poſitive in their aſſertions; 


_, l la hypotheſis, and dot a qcethin — E 
_ dou rt of \ very much. . 


"a 1 


for = OY 4 2 — all ne; 18 
“ a future life e quotes biſhop Bull tod, who = < + 
ſpeaks. with ſome doubt, not aſſerting the fact, 

but only ſayin ogy 0 1 queſtion not but it was ſo. 


Then comes chis author, I. way add, that even 

ot < the. notion of a deity, though it might//be 
d from 23 yet might more probably de. 4 

« ſcend by tradition, 2 In the preceding 


Page he had obſerv d; It can't be proved tha 


« either the religion or the morality which the 


“ Pagans had was wrought. out by mere reaſon.” 
From theſe. probabilities, all groundleſs as they 


are, he infers thus, The religion therefore of the 

c ancient heathens, as ancient revealed religion.” 

Conſcious of this abſurd inference, the very 
next 1 are, in order to ſoften the matter, 
It is very natural to ſuppoſe it, becauſe tis 
To certain, that all mankind. were once of the 
religion.” And then, conſiſtent with this 
polilelappotcion, he goes on, what was good 
7s the Pagan A: was, or however might. 
ce be, the remains of divine revelation.” He firſt, 
the mere aſſertions of men, who couꝰd pro- 
duce no manner of vouchers for what they 


id; 


he infers, I laps an abſolute concluſion, thatthe reli- 
of. the beathens wA.s ancient revealed religion. 
|; the. next; ſentence he ſuppoſes it to be ſog 
then he compounds che matter in the next 
again, that the pagan religion either was, un 
of nice ho he x remains of divine revelation 1 _ 


Tres | 
allerts, t pagans omething 0 — „ 
lation by tradition, wavering ant! 
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4 64 their moral 


25 woter futher and: mother, yore? they” 
_———— 4% meer, — I 8 
8 1 duties, tis wor I 535 Wight 


c be cconveyed 
„ NM. Ar leafs} it cannot be 


a bar the notion of 


Ie of of. our — Faculties i ine 0 25 
es, Will teac 
— hive 25 


Ideas, in jud 
us every — 


knew. chat they were wot to 'commir as 


an; 


— . — 

d, that che pagan mora ity, t nde 

me pn partof itz: was wrought out by mere dine 
«of reaſon. It is much more probable; =rbit even 


&./handed do vn from father to ſon. God almit h- 
ty did not leave it to his own people che Fews 
<«. to-find out by reuon, that they & at rd bo- 


&. commit murder nor adult St fry non 4 ? 


by Tradition fro ehe ſens of 
proved that rea 

P ſon either firſt. diſdovered them Er Alehe füp- » 

ported them,” P. T lei blow — 51 

7 Tear ee u be learr'd 

tod b this author. And that 


eſo, he cannot deny. 
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Der ſuch neglect. "16 how der, ang ge to 
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eonet; and to know their duty, and are en 
if they donotybaſorerheirvighteousjadke 1 C 


murder) before the Law given to the 7 
muſt be left e man . OY a0 8 of ol the 


2 +he@ 18 
meld hem fr by revelation; of which c one 
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des a . 


nities Maborietdns have? The: ee hy 
Homeruns have fo m afy chriſtians Hvin "ar gl 
25 them; and beſides; Hav men PP 4, . 


S chet c 


mation: Or ir 4 chriſtian live 
* country, this alone is '# fufficient on 


Te ſo ealily wade. front” rhej f Ree Tef- 
Hons? How will this weigh uſt the = 
mouth of al the F a Rig? 7 Thos ; 


* is ages Mr * Abet 


would have; that the re the light of reaſori 1 


not fuffitient to teach men what will mak 1 * 


acceptable tc God. This conſequence 1 ſay w 


vot fol ꝰ: For reaſohi may be aber er 25 9 


men their duties, even every thing which m 
make them ac table toGod; and yet | 
have received 2 iſtances from revelation; ©? 

The next? ſtep 1s to conſider the | oplitigh 


Westie k by me, which: Pray ans 'atid mahometans 
bear to 00 ian: And upon 
bar 41 8 5 tb retkon'ti hi in the liſt of p 


this he obſerves, 


6 gun and mabqmetans, bar ſuch as have 'neve 


6:heatd of Chriſt, never had 'bp 0 7 of 


&. hearing of him. 3 If one asks 9 


de And of 'beth reftarnehthy. Alle euren TEX! 
zuft be' own'd, the 5k idrimiztions 
Ftunities a 100 Ting 1 


ce Anꝗ * 


“e to the chriſtian r elig ion Abeneder Grin | 
he in à di iſpoſirion 55 it ® 1755 fo for 5 1 

There are chriltiahs, So er few ed 
4 amopglft th M all the world ode 143. whe no- - 
: ing of 

er Jeu, who tt ſo many ſrariditig evidene =”... - 


er, 


«© tice of the chiiftian name; to ſay 10 


4 rhe” truth of divine revelariote, both this - 


4 and ours.” One wou'd think chat if a a” Noten 
5 kappets to reſide in any pops, | 
ines this à ſufficient opportunity ro convert a 
ves in amahbmeran or a 


tion of the Für. Does 8 35 cohverts 
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1 to make them lea 


N n ly. prove the 
truth of chriſtianit to any that are even willing 
| to. underſtand its firft principles, nor do I know 


much ablurdity 
Lis not * to ſay that the chriſtian x 


* "tampa He mult leave theſe points to 


fp — — thas 


25 an; and Wi gh Mk lay an opportuni- 


25 ven, or put into their hands, to give no- 
rice of zheir religion too. But I queſtion whe- 


e deem d an opportunity. © to every 


from eee or da y- labourer, to hear 


lation, an entire "fo Gem, of his duty 
5 God, his neighbour, or himſclf,” 
b. Agg. For an argument that may be uſed by 
people, will handiy be deem d a concluſive 


one for any aun all others. However, Is 4 
2 catholic& miſſion 


ary's living in N aſuf- 
ome 


. Or if e eng de Pagans 3 


ve, off 
part, that I know not 


which way they could take to make true proſe: 
to Our Saviour who mix with his Ac 2 3 a 
> their own invention; ; 


) is true; and to. of Chriſt, 98 


 epportunity of learning, his religion. The chriſti· 
an religion, as it is too often 


| EZ wacky aid 


and pages countries, is almoſt a8 | 
| the truth, as any falſe religion is: ps ar where "tis —— 
mix d up with ſo much error, and with ſo ck | 
1 it is no more an e ene, than if 
briftianity was not ever heard of amo Y 
"ik 1 do not preſume to judge of this 
matter furthet than to ſay, that this writer can- 
not prove what he calls opportunities to pagans 


and ſhould he preſs men to uſe 
e 1 wnghty 
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Pi 


4 37 EY „ 


to Wok upon thoſe only to be de : 


: where truth alone is taught, and to 'bear-with - | 
as each others imperfections, I perſuade i 
* wou'd do a better ſervice to e than be „ 


will do by the method he is in. „ 
And now I have conſidered this ſubjea; Twill „ 
ſpeak a word more to what this aothby calls ce _—_ 
vi plea concerning the Aateſenef of” rea 
fon,“ p. 177. n e . 
The meaning of the u een K rea 
ſn—is, that men are enabled, in virtue of tb 
we they baye to think and judge, — they are an 
abled to diſcover every duty that is ve of : 
them, in order to their being accep | 
I don't mean by reaſon ignorante -- Nor do be fs Now 
any one that ever ſaid, · ignorance is a ſufficient 
„guide in matters of religſon; or that c blind - 5 
ec neſs was ſufficient to direct the way” to bea. 1 
ven; or that ever thought of ſuch an abſurdit — 
before IJ met with it laid down as the ſuppoſed _ 
ning of ſomebod by this author, p. 179. As 
to the 7»ference which is made from har h * _ 
the third notion of the ſufficiency of reaſon; viz.' + 2 
God will require no more of a man yer . 1 
* make his beſt of it [ reaſon,] and he may ac. 
pt him on theſe terms; therefore it „ 
5 @ % to ſuperadd revelation to it.“ This, I * 2 
is an inference which I am not concern'd in, 1 45 1 
pt it be, chat 1 have ſne wn which was the true 
: it, in what I hayewrote'on'this _ - » 
occaſion. If a berter defence of revelation can be 
given than what I have ſuggeſted, ſure Tam, tlat 
no man will more heartily rejoice in it than * 1 
ſelf. But 2 — — f 1 __ _ _ ws: 
give up my reaſon to every “ neiſy plea that is 3 
Lk Arty It ; fince-when' — Law „ 
ſtroyed, revelation it ſelf can never ſubſiſt jon 3 
"as as having nd baſis to ſupport it ſelf ir can neither 
ke Apes nor Fs den yur yo. . 
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Before I * 1 muſt beg leave to ſay a 
word or two to a late groundleſs and infamoils 22 
nuation of Dr. Stebbin 8. In his Defence of Dr. 
Clarke, be has theſe words: *alate writer, (quoting 
a book of mine,—The true Foundation natural and 
reveal'dreligion) © <a friend of the ohjector s, that 


te be might ſeem not to have loſt all regard for the 


« * ſcriptures, has attempted to reconcile,” c. 


I will not enter with him into a debate — | 


; whatl attempted ta reconcile. He that can go out 

of his way in ſo remarkable a manner to calumni 

ate and abuſe any one, deſerves no anſwer. But I 

have. A right to call uon bin for larisfuction, for 
the perſonal 


Hie begins with calling mee a friend of the 
* objector.” - This was intended as a regraaehs 
a mark of ſame infamy. 
If by being * a friend to the objector,” Dr. 85 
bing means, that I wi/h well to his per/an 3, I own 
it; I wiſh well to him; and to all mankind. The 
Goſpel requires it of me, and enjoins me to extend 
Ae waſhes, and my good actions to every 
one of. my. g pecies. But then I muſt obſerve, that 

the. & objector i isa perſon whom I never once vi- 


a als ms life; eee eee ct 


mow Aight and accidental acquai It lies 


therefore upon Dr. Steblhing to prov e- K. Tam 
1 8 x -2 friend to the Geer F its W unbecom- 
ug. - 8 e 2 2. 3 
to deal in that ww 

ok Biba to be willing, Prey 
Kation, or the leaſt relation to the argument be- 
"Ee him, to endeayour to prejudice any n 
oC ion by ſuch little arts as theſe.; | - 

* oi th the preſent Caſe, this inſinuation is 8 


have * the — ant 3 took 
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| The more mean and Pfu; ſince tis notorious that 


3 
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7 — —— cms 9 duties 
of natural religion 


'& act accordi cording | tothe eternal relations of hinge” 


. have never uad, or- contradit 


2 


buſe, viz. that he might ſeem not to have 
s all regard for the ſeriptures. As a man, as a teache 
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haviour as this, which gives inſidels the greatefl 
_ handle to triumph; an 
_ chriſtianity; than any diſcourſe concerning-the 1 
_ advantages f ther. Goſpek revelation ,. can 
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that God is oblig es to Ty 15 


1 Vid. Stebbing's \defence, p. 1437 24, 275 26, 81. 5 5 1 2 bk 
Perhaps my crime with this good man is, thath  -- 

edthele things. Bur. 
Tbeother thing, contains not a ſeemig, burareal © 3 
infamous charge. Say whatismeantby.theſe words 
Which immediatcly follow your firſt innen — OY 


W 
Y 4 * 


15 of natural religion ʒ or as. ee * 297 of : AE 

chriſtianity in any capacity, under any good char 
ſayz What.can juſtify this dealing about of + 

| ſuch infamy. I here call upon Dr. Stebling, as he 
is toanſwer to the judge of all mankihd, toproduce © _ 

his evidence for this ſcandal. Tis ſuch ſhameleſs be- SE? 


does more miſchief 5 5 155 5 


If Dr. Seebbing did not approve W. 1! 
3 Fd. A Defence of the Anſwer to 3 5 . 7 : ij 
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